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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address ~ 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )M Responsive to comnnunication(s) filed on 21 October 2005 . 
2a)|3 This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-33,42,43.45-53,62 and 63 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-33, 42, 43. 45-53 and 62-63 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q^CIaim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)n The drawing(s) filed on is/are: 3)0 accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomi PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * 0)0 None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is in response to Applicant's amendment filed October 21, 2005. 
Claims 1-33, 42, 43, 45-53 and 62-63 are pending in the present application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubhc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of apphcation for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-5, 7-12, 17, 23, 25, 27-28, 31-33, 42-43, 45-48, 51-53, and 62-63 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Shane et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,752,022 
hereinafter Shane). 

In considering claims 1, 8, 31, 46, 48, and 51, Shane discloses a method for inducing a 
contact to invoke a resource prepared by a promoter on a network, the method comprising: 

generating a resource location description for the resource by the promoter, the resource 
location description including the name of the contact (figures 2 and 3; col. 4, lines 9-16; col. 5, 
lines 1-10); 

providing access to the resource at a location on the network according to the resource 
location description (figures 2 and 3; col. 4, lines 20-32) and; 
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notifying the contact about the resource location description for the resource (col. 4, lines 

16-19). 

In considering claim 2, Shane discloses tailoring content in the resource in response to 
the resource location description used to access the resource (col. 2, Hnes 65-67 through col 3,1- 
3). 

In considering claim 3, Shane discloses providing access to the resource at the location 
comprising placing the resource at the location (col. 5, lines 8-20). 

In considering claim 4, Shane discloses an operating system to divert a request for the 
resource at the location to a second location where the resource resides (see fig. 4B, 116, 118). 

In considering claim 5, Shane discloses a method wherein a request for the resource 
includes the resource location description; and the method further comprises generating content 
for the document dynamically in response to the resource location description in the request (col. 
5, lines 21-35). 

In considering claim 7 and 47, Shane discloses setting up a contact database; and 
automatically retrieving the contact name fi-om the contact database before the generating the 
resource location description (col. 2, lines 55-60). 
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In considering claim 9, Shane discloses wherein the resource location description is a 
universal resource locator address (col 2, lines 28-39). 

In considering claims 10 and 11, Shane discloses wherein the resource location 
description includes a directory name; and the generating comprises the contact name in the 
directory name (col. 4, lines 10-16 and col. 5, lines 50-56). 

In considering claims 12, Shane discloses making a resource location description unique 
among a plurality of other resource location description corresponding to a plurality of contacts 
(Col 6, lines 15-20). 

In considering claim 17, Shane discloses updating a domain file name to include the host 
name for use by the domain name server (col. 5, lines 46-56). 

In considering claim 23, Shane discloses the generating further comprising making a 
subdomain name in the resource location description unique among a plurality of other document 
location descriptions corresponding to the plurality of contacts and sharing a common higher 
level domain name (col 4, lines 9-1 1 and col. 5, lines 51-62; see also fig. 2). 

In considering claim 25, Shane discloses the tailoring further comprising including 
information associated with the contact in a contact database into the content of the resources 
(Col. 4, line 44-50). 
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In considering claim 27, Shane discloses denying access to the resource if a request for a 
resource does not include a predetermined authentication (col. 4, 56-65). 

In considering claim 28, Shane discloses dynamically tailoring content in the resource in 
response to authentication in a request for the resource (col. 4, Hues 56-65). 

In considering claims 32 and 52, Shane discloses the step of configuring further 
comprises treating requests as visits to a persistent web site belonging to the contact (col. 6, Hnes 
29-35 and col. 7, lines 45-49). 

In considering claims 33 and 53, Shane discloses the method further comprises receiving 
content for the persistent web site from the contact; and the step of configuring further comprises 
presenting content from the contact in response to the request (col. 4, lines 44-50 and col. col. 5, 
lines 4-7). 

In considering claims 42-43, 45, and 62-63, Shane discloses a method of promoting a 
cause to a contact, the method comprising: including a name of the contact in a network address 
associated with the cause; including the network address in material sent to the contact and; 
broadcasting the networks address to a plurality of targets (col. 4, lines 6-19 and Fig 3). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6, 13-16, 18-22, 24, 26, 29-30, and 49-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Shane in view of LeMole (U.S. Patent No. 6,009,410 hereinafter 
LeMole). 

In considering claims 6 and 26, although Shane discloses the system substantially as 
claimed Shane does not disclose the method comprising logging activity involving the resource, 
and changing content in response to the activity logged. Nonetheless logging activity and 
changing the content in response to the logged activity is well known. In similar art LeMole 
discloses wherein user activity about a resource is logged and an advertising page is created 
based on the user's profile stored in the user profile database (col. 4, lines 47-56). Thus given the 
teaching of LeMole, a person having ordinary skill in the are would have recognized the 
advantages and desirability of modifying the system as disclosed by Shane to include the step of 
logging activity involving the resource; and changing content in response to the activity logged 
in order to provide customized pages to the user. Therefore the claimed limitation would have 
been obvious modifications. 
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In considering claims 13-16, 24 and 49 while the combined system of Shane and LeMole 
discloses the system substantially as claimed it does not expUcitly disclose discloses making the 
resource location description unique by making changes to the characters and domain. 

Nonetheless, Examiner takes official notice that making changes to the characters or 
domain to make a URL unique is well known in the art. It would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to make the resource location description unique by modifying the 
characters and the domain in order to ensure that the variety of promotions are recipient specific 
thus ensuring creativity in the targeted advertising. Therefor the claimed limitations would have 
been obvious modification to the combined system of Shane and LeMole. 

In considering claim 18-22 and 50, while the combined system of Shane and LeMole 
discloses the system substantially as claimed it does not explicitly disclose terminating access to 
the resource at the location when a promotion ends or reaches a predetermined stage. 

Nonetheless Examiner takes official notice that the aforementioned limitations are well 
known features of Internet advertisements. 

It would have been obvious to in clued the steps of terminating access to the resource at 
the location when a promotion ends or reaches a predetermined stage in order to allow the user to 
have access to a variety of promotions that are available. Therefor the claimed limitations would 
have been obvious modification to the combined system of Shane and LeMole. 

In considering claims 29 and 30, although the combined system pf Shane and LeMole 
discloses the invention substantially as claimed it does not discloses launching a credit card 
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purchase process in response to activity logged and directing user acting on a document to a 
secure socket layer. Nonetheless Examiner takes official notice that the aforementioned 
limitations are well known features of e-commerce sites. It would have been obvious to include 
the steps into the combined system of Shane and LeMole in order to provide the user with 
purchasing capabilities on visited sites. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed October 21, 2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The Declaration submitted by Applicant is irrelevant to the 35 USC 102(b) rejections and 
thus cannot overcome the rejection of claims 1-5, 7-12, 17, 23, 25, 27-28, 31-33, 42-43, 45-48, 
51-53, and 62-63. See MPEP 2131.04. 

In response to AppUcant's argument that Shane fails to teach inclusion of a "name of the 
promotion in a network address," the PTO respectfully submits that this is taught by Shane in 
figure 3, reference 54 which is a uniform resource locator, which in this case is interpreted as 
"name of the promotion" as claimed. 

The uniform resource locator taught by Shane can also be read on Applicant's claimed "a 
resource location description. . . including information for the contact information." 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the references, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
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generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and/n re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). 

With respect of the "official notice," Applicant merely argued that the Examiner has 
failed to establish that this is well known. Applicant has failed to seasonably challenge the 
Examiner's assertions of well known subject matter in the previous Office action(s) pursuant to 
the requirements set forth under MPEP §2144.03. A "seasonable challenge" is an explicit 
demand for evidence set forth by Applicant in the next response. Accordingly, the claim 
limitations the Examiner considered as "well known" in the first Office action, are now 
established as admitted prior art of record for the course of the prosecution. See In re 
Chevenard, 139 F.2d 71, 60 USPQ 239 (CCPA 1943). 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. AppHcant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutoiy period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event. 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alina N. Boutah whose telephone number is 571-272-3908. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (9:00 am - 5:00 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on 571-272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published appHcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



ANB 
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